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field of the pastoral who have been hampered by the difficulty of getting 

hold of any text in this country. The text is followed by succinct notes 

which indicate mainly Mantuan's debt to his principal sources — Virgil, Ovid, 

Juvenal, Petrarch, and Boccaccio. There is also an excellent introduction 

dealing with Mantuan's life, his writings, the immediate popularity of his 

poems; the high regard in which his Eclogues were held for "theyre wysdome 

and clene and chast laten" in the sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries; 

and, finally, their influence on the literature, mainly the English literature 

of this period. 

The editor's apology for the "leaden sediment" of the footnotes which 

accompany the lucid introductory sketch is quite uncalled for. They show, 

what his edition shows throughout, the careful preparation which he has 

brought to his task and his unfailing instinct for due measure. Indeed, the 

thanks of all scholars are due to Professor Mustard and the Johns Hopkins 

Press for bringing out a book which should serve to revive an interest in 

the "later Mantuan," the "Christianus Maro," whose Eclogues were once 

conned by English schoolboys, quoted often by men of letters, extensively 

translated or paraphrased and imitated by the first pastoralists in English 

poetry. 

George Nohlin 

The University of Colorado 



Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics. Book Six. With Essays, Notes, 
and Translation. By L. H. G. Greenwood, M.A. Cam- 
bridge: The University Press, 1909. Pp. 214. 
In sec. I of the Introduction (pp. 1-20) the editor discusses the author- 
ship of the sixth book, lucidly and convincingly refuting the arguments of 
those who would assign it to the Eudemian Ethics, and adducing evidence 
in support of his view that Aristotle was indeed its author. The positive 
argument is not so strong as the negative, but is well calculated in form 
and temper to confirm the natural presumption in favor of the authenticity 
of the book. Sec. II of the Introduction (pp. 21-85) offers an admirable 
statement of Aristotle's doctrine of intellectual goodness. The Greek text 
is conservatively handled, and the translation, facing the text, is in itself 
excellent and made even more valuable by the explanatory footnotes. Two 
essays are appended: I, "Dialectic Method in the Sixth Book" (pp. 127- 
44); II, "On Formal Accuracy in Aristotle, Illustrated by the Sixth Book" 
(pp'. 145-66). "Miscellaneous Notes" (pp. 167-207) and English and Greek 
indices conclude the volume. 

In substance Mr. Greenwood's edition is unusually excellent. He 
has faced and honestly endeavored to solve every difficulty; consequently 
the reviewer must hesitate before expressing dissent even at the few points 
where he is inclined to differ from the editor. The arrangement of the 



Book Reviews 123 

matter is such, however, that the book is better suited for consecutive 
study as a whole than for occasional reference to special passages. For 
the latter purpose the indices will be found serviceable; yet one will wish to 
consult the running commentary of Burnet. 

W. A. Heidel 
Wesleyan University 



T. Livi Periochae Omnium Librorum, Fragmenta Oxyrhynchi Reperta, 
Julii Obsequentis Prodigiorum Liber. Edidit Otto Rossbach. 
Adiecta est Tabula Phototypica. Leipzig: Teubner, 1910. 
Pp.210. M. 2.80. 

This new critical edition of the three epitomes of Livy is a welcome 
addition to the Teubner Library. The text is on the whole well printed, 
though marred here and there by typographical errors which will doubtless 
be corrected in a second edition. An unusually full apparatus appears at 
the foot of each page; the volume contains an indispensable index of proper 
names, and a facsimile of a page of the Oxyrhynchus fragment. The only 
criticism to be offered, so far as the text is concerned, is that the portion con- 
taining the Oxyrhynchus fragment, though well equipped with a full critical 
apparatus, will be of little use, even to the scholar, without a commentary 
such as that given in Kornemann's edition of 1904. Owing to the large 
number of mutilated lines, the problems of the critic are not simply paleo- 
graphical, but historical, and the lacunae must be filled out largely from 
evidence contained in the other epitomes, in the text of Livy himself for the 
portions where Livy is extant, and other sporadic historical data. Without 
such a commentary there is no way of testing the probability of the many 
conjectures. 

In his introduction Rossbach has dealt with the many problems involved 
in the Periochae, and particularly in the Fragmentum Oxyrhynchi, but often 
in a way that is disappointingly vague. For instance, he discusses his 
contention (in the Berl. Phil. Woch., 1904) that the Oxyrhynchus Fragment 
was by the same author as Periocha 1 a, and Kornemann's arguments to the 
contrary, but leaves the reader completely in the dark as to his present 
view upon the subject. In the same way also, after stating that the Oxy- 
rhynchus Fragment shows linguistic evidence of descent from an epitome 
which antedates the time of Claudius, he goes on to state that the Periochae, 
in their original form, belong to about the same time (i.e., the pre-Claudian 
era), but the linguistic evidence which he cites without further comment 
ranges from Seneca to Suetonius. Particularly maddening is a paragraph 
on p. xxiii, beginning: "Ceterum quisquis is fuit, qui periochas composuit et 
nomen suum consulto uidetur tacuisse, etiam praeter res gestas memorabilia 
quaedam nos docet" (sic). The memorabilia which he cites here, so far as 



